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By George C. Wilson 
and Richard Homan 

Washington Post Staff Writers 

' The.Senate Foreign Relati ons Commit. 
- tee , on Friday will try to add a" "new 
dimension to the ABM debate by holding 
its own hearings on the impact of multi- 
pie warheads on the world’s arms race. 

Chairman J. W. Fulbright (D-Ark.), in 
going ahead with the hearings during 
the Senate’s debate on the ABM, will 
push MIRV into the center of the con- 
troversy. 

MIRV is the technique of putting sev- 
eral warheads on one rocket to use up 
the missiles defending the target nation 
MIRV opponents argue that multiple 
warheads on one side will prompt more 
ABMs on the other side, pushing both 
nuclear superpowers up the arms ladder 
with no gain in security. 

See MIRV, A8, Col. 1 


imKV, From A1 

Senators at Friday’s hear- 
ings will link the two systems 
together — something leading 
opponents of President Nix- 
on’s Safeguard ABM have 
been unwilling to do in the 
current debate for fear of 
confusing the issue. 

Several Congressmen showed 
no such hesitancy in striking 
out at MIRV yesterday as a 
House Foreign Affairs subcom- 
mittee opened its hearings on 
the implications of the new 
nuclear weapon technology. 

Rep*. Jonathan B. Bingham 
(D-N.Y.) said the Pentagon op- 
pose* a MIRV laofatorium be 


cause "tne Joint Chiefs ot 
Staff are basically hostile to 
arms limitations.” 

Rep. Jeffrey Cohelan (D- 
Calif.) warned that deploy- 
ment of MIRV might draw a 
first strike. 

(’ “There is an advantage to 
An attacker in destroying 
MIRV missiles in their silos, 
as for every MIRV missile 
launcher destroyed, several 
times that many deliverable 
warheads will be destroyed. 

Thus there is an advantage in 
attacking first before the other 
sid&- has launched its MIRV 
missiles,” Cohelan said. 

The chief danger in MIRV, 
according to Cohelan, is its 
effect on the strategic balan££| 3 p rovec | p Q r 


■ft one side perceives vue 
MIRV warheads of the other 
... to be able to destroy a 
significant portion of its land- 
based ICBMs in a first strike. 

‘‘If such a threat is per- 
ceived, the threatened side 
will have to deploy new offen- 
sive or defensive weapons to 
preserve its deterrent.” 

Testimony by Defense Sec- 
retary Melvin R. Laird in re- 
cent weeks indicates that U.S. 
MIRVs could pose such a 
threat to Russia, Cohelan said. 

He quoted Laird’s testimony 
that Poseidon MIRV “is an 
important program since it 
promises to improve the ac- 
cur«®{ of the Poseidon mis- 


Slit;, turns ciuicuiciiig us tfliec- 

tlvenes* against hard targets.” 

If Laird believes “that our 
MIRV has a significant capa- 
bility against hardened tar- 


gets,” Cohelan argued, “it 
seems inevitable that the So- 
viets must believe that our 
MIRV threatens their deter- 
rent forces.” 

One Republica n— Rep. 
James G. Fulton (R-Pa.)— of- 
fered an argument for uni- 
lateral U.S. suspension of 
MIRV testing, obviously tai- 
lored to win GOP support, as 
analogous to the Nixon Ad- 
ministration’s plan for wtth- 
drawing U.S. troops from 
Vietnam. 


So far, 104 Congressmen 
have sponsored resolutions 
calling for a moratoriurh'fcn 
MIRV testing. But Preslfett 
Nixon has rejected all pleas 
to stop firing Poseidon Tend 
Minuteman 3 with dummy 
MIRV warheads. 

Russia, in testing the S8-8 
rocket with three dummy war- 
heads recently, them 

all in a bunch. Thajr har» tend- 


ea about 19 miles apart The 
true MIRV (multiple-indepen- 
dently-targetable-re-entry ve- 
hicle) i* the technique of send- 
ing the individual warheads to 
different targets hundreds of 
miles apart — something the 
U.S. has flight tested several 
times. j 

The Soviet Union, in the 
view of military leaders, is 
faced with a MIRV gap. It is 
thus unlikely Russia would 
agree to freeze the technology 
until she catches up to the 
United States. 

Witnesses the Senate For- 
eign Relations Committee has 
asked to discuss these and oth- 
er aspects of MIRV are Gor< 
don MacDonald, of the Uni- 
versity of California and for- 
merly vice president for re- 
search at the Institute for De- 
fense Analyses; J. P. Ruina, 
of the Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology and formerly 
director of the Advanced Re- 
search Projects Agency; and 
Herbert York, of the Univer- 
sity of California and formerly 
director of Pentagon Research. 
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